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3 Ep. Jobn, 9, 10. 

I wrote unto the Church: but DroTRE- 
ens, Who loveth to have the pre-emi- 
nence among them, receiveth us not. 
Wherefore if I come, I will remember 
his deeds which he doeth, prating againſt 
us with malicious words: and not content 
therewith, neither doth he himſelf receive 
the brethren, and forbiddeth them that 
would, and caſteth them out of the 
Church, 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


The Author of theſe Remarks thinks 
it proper to inform the Reader, that the 
references to the pages of Dr. Adams's 
Sermon and of the Letter to him, are 
to the pages as they ſtood in the firſt E- 


dition of each; he having not ſeen the 
ſecond. And as he endeayoured, for his 
own ſake and the Reader's, to be as con- 


Ciſe as he could, and therefore doth not 


quote at large thoſe paſſages from the 


Sermon and Letter to which he refers, 


| he hopes the Reader will be fo kind, as 


to examine thoſe paſſages, in the Books 


_ themſelves, that he may form a better 


judgment of the juſtice and propriety of 
the Author's remarks. 
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To the AUTHOR 
| OF A | 
LET THY 


To the Rev. Dr. ADAMS, Ge. 


1 


OU will, I hope, excuſe this ad- 

dreſs from one, who is a ſtranger 

4 to you, but hath long known 
and eſteemed the Rev, Dr. Adams; yet 
would at the ſame time write impartially 
and tenderly. You cannot expect a 
learned and accurate reply from a plain 
Man, who is not Maſter of Arts in either 
of our famous Univerſities : but he hath 
read ſomething, and thought much; and 
cannot ſee ſo worthy and reſpeQtable a 


| perſon, as the Vicar of his Pariſh, treated 


with ſeverity, infolence and contempt, _ 
mM} without 
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without animadverting upon it. And in- 
deed it would puzzle the moſt learned 
and accurate writer orderly to follow 
vou thro' the confuſion, which appears 
in the whole of your letter. A few cur- 


ſory remarks upon it, is ail you are to 


expect from this quarter, 

I begin with your motto from Dr. 
Materland; concerning which I ſhall only 
obſerve, to ſay nothing of the candor 
of it in that connection, you would not 
have availed yourſelf of his name, had 
you ſcen a pamphlet, which I remem- 
ber to have read, proving from the doc- 
tor's writings that he was an Arminian, and 
retorting upon him the charges of inſin- 


cerity, Which he throws ſo liberally on 


- Belides, 


thoſe whom he calls Arians.- 


Dr. Nowell hath already informed you 


and the world, by a quotation from him, 


that he thought it © not fair to ſuggeſt. 


that when men of different ſentiments, 
as to particular explications, ſubſcribe to 
the ſame general words, that they ſub- 
ſcribe in tontradictory; or even in different 


ſenſes. Both ſubſcribe to the ſame ge- 
neral propoſitions, and both in the fame_ 


ſenſe ; 


1 


ſenſe; only they differ in the particulars re- 


lating to it, which is not differing (at leaſt 


it need not be) about the ſenſe of the arti- 
cle *.“ You will eaſily perceive by what 
I have juſt mentioned, why Dr. Water= 


land ſpeaks fo cautiouily on that Head, 


But this is a matter of ſmall importance 
compared with the main deſign of your 
publication. Your compliments to 
Dr. Adams on his able defence of Chriſ- 
tianity, are indeed juſt, But it is hard 


to ſee the conſiſtency between them and 


your following repreſentation of him, He 
deſerves the e/icem and reſpect of every 
Chriſtian, whatever his particular tenets 
may be: and methinks this ſhould have 
ſheltered him from reproaches and mean 
infinuations from one, who profeſſeth fo 
great a zeal for the Goſpel, and who, 
I preſume, well knows, that the doctor 
25 eminently adorns Chriſtianity, as he 
hath unanſwerably defended it. 
How you can aſſert, or ſuppoſe, that ſo 
maſterly a Writer and fo able a defender 
of Chriſtianity ſhould write even four 


* Nowell's Anſwer to Pietas Oxon. p. 96. 
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pages of froth and empty flouriſh of Words, 


is very ſtrange; but I preſume the true 


reaſon for that aſſertion was, that you 


felt too deeply the force of what he 
ſays in the paſſages you refer to [S. p. 
10, 11] and found yourſelf included in 
the number of thoſe whom he deſcribes ; 
and indeed the ſpirit of your Letter 
too plainly ſhows that you had reafon 
to feel it. Thoſe who are acquainted 
with the hiſtory of the Church, know 
his repreſentation to be juſt. 

You would have done well to have 
| ſhown that the Church and the Scriptures 


accord together; for this is denied by many 
of the Church, as well as the whole body 


of Diſſenters from it. But it is eaſier to 
cenſure than to reaſon. You are indeed 


Fully perſuaded of the ſrict harmony there 
is between the ſacred Oracles, and the Ar- 


 . ticles, Liturgy, and Homilies: Others 
are as fully perſuaded of the contrary, 


and have again and again attempted at 


leaſt to ſhow it. This you well know; 
and this, methinks, ſhould have abated 
ſoinething of your poſitivity, Wiſe, learn- 


ed, and good men nave differed ſo long, 
and 
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and ſtill differ ſo widely, upon this ſub- 


jet, that it muſt be no ſmall degree of 
arrogance to pour forth cenſures on ei- 
ther fide, and to condemn large bodies 
of men in a lump. 
Dr. Adams's declaration that he. com- 
pilers of the Articles were fallible men, 
and that Divinity is much better underſtood 
now, than at the time of the Reformation 
p- 9, was ſuch, as I ſhould think every 
Perſon who hath read and ſtudied but a 


little of Divinity and Hiſtory muſt acknow- 


ledge. The former part of this aſſertion 
you will not contradit, and the latter 


vou cannot diſprove. Some of the Re- 
formers themſelves allowed, that their 


ſentiments and improvements in Religion 
were imperſect. For inſtance, John Frith, 


a man of great learning and eminent pie- 


ty, and who ſealed the proteſtant Doc- 
trines with his blood, in his preface to 
his anſwer to Fiber biſhop of Rocheſter, 


Sir Thomas More, &c. intreats his readers 


to examine his arguments with imparti- 
ality and receive his doctrines as far as 
they are agreeable to truth and ſcripture, 
without being prejudiced by the authority 

of 
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of great men and antiquity, He then 
quotes the following paſſage from Bp. 
Fiſher, whoſe ſentiments he evidently a- 
dopts and glories in them as a conſider- 
able conceſſion from his opponent. My 
Lord of Rocheſter doth teſtifie himſelf, 
writeing upon the xviii Article, that there 
are manie Pointes both of the Goſpels 
and other Scriptures, which are nowe 
_ diſcuſſed more diligentlie and more clear- 
lie underſtand, then they have bene in 
tymes paſte,” And addeth furthermore, 
that there are diverſe Places in Scrip- 
ture ſome deale darke, which he doubt- 
eth not, but that they ſhall be more open 
and lighte unto our Poſteritie. For why 
ſhall we deſpaire of that, faith he, fith 
that the Scripture is for that intente lefte 
with us, that it may be underſtand of us 
exactlie and to the uttermoſt Pointe?“ It 
is evident from the ſermons and hiſtory 
of the Reformers, that they deſigned to 
have gone further, and not de what 
they had done the pureſt ſtandard of Re- 
formation. Accordingly in the preface to 
one of their ſervice-books they ſay, © that 
they had gone as far as they could in 
s re- 


CF] 
reforming the Church, conſidering the 
Times they lived in, and hoped, they that 


came after them would, as they might, 


do more.” Biſhop Burnet faith, ©* the 


Reformation was not carried on to the 


perfection that was deſigned and wiſhed 
for.” It is ſtrange then that their ſen- 


timents muſt be made a ſtandard by 


which Doctrines are now to be tried; 


eſpecially as ſome of them, when in pri- 
ſon, gave a ſummary of their Faith, for 
which they were ready to offer up their 
lives; in which they ſay, that they 


believe the Scriptures to be the true word 


of God, and the judge of all controver- 
ſies in matters of Religion; and that the 


Church is to be obeyed as long as ſhe 


followed that word. Were the doctor 
to relinquiſh his preferments, becauſe he 


doth not believe every thing in the com- 


mon- prayer Book and Homilies, his Pariſh 
would be grieved. And I queſtion whe- 
ther, as you aſſert, p. 10, * the whole 
Kingdom would have echoed with en- 
comiums upon his honeſt upright and 


diſintereſted behaviour.” Many would 


have laughed at his ſcrupulous preciſe- 
neſs: 


[8-22 
neſs : others would have pitied his weak - 
neſs; as they know that “ Church and 
State give a tacit conſent and allowance 
to that latitude of Subſcription which is 
pleaded for by many worthy Clergymen 
of our Church.” Your Party would pro- 
bably have rejoiced, that ſuch a deceiver 
was ſilenced, in hopes that one of your 
friends might ſucceed to his rich pre- 
ferments. And ſome that applauded his 
honeſty, might be ſhy of ſhowing him 


any countenance : Witneſs the caſe f 


Whiſlon, who was purſued with unrelent- 
ing fury by the bigots of his time; and 
more lately, of Dr. Roberiſon, now maſ- 
ter of the Free School in Wofverhampton, 
who was caſt-oft by the dignitaries of the 
Church of Jreland, who profeſſed a high 
eſteem for him, and would have promoted 
him, if he would have ſubſcribed ; but 
otherwiſe, left him to ſeek his fortune. 
Such are the rewards of honeſty. 

Your mention of © the Athanaſian Creed 
not being read in St. Chad's Church,” may 
be true. I alluredly know many of the 
worthieſt perſons in the Pariſh would be 
much diſpleaſed if it was read, as they 


eſteem 
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eſteem it a myſterious, unintelligible, un- 
charitable compoſition. If the Pariſh are 
| ſatisfied with the omiſſion, and prefer the 
ſimple Creed, called he Apoftles, what 
right have you to complain? But it looks 
as if you intended by this remark, to 
remind the Biſhop and Chancellor of 
Lichfield of their negligence and unfaith- 
fulneſs in not proſecuting, ſuſpending, 
or depriving ſuch a FHeretick, If this 
were your intention, it is, to be ſure, very 
kind and catholic, But while the Prin- 
ciples of Liberty are ſo well underſtood, 
the doctor hath nothing to fear on this 
point, either from our civil or ecclefiaſ- 
tical Governours. Tho' you are credibly 
informed that the Divinity of Jeſus 
Chriſt hath no place in any of the doc- 
tor's ſermons;“ yet it is well known by 

his Pariſhioners, that he doth inſiſt upon 
it at particular times, and did ſo in the 
courſe of his Lectures on the Church 
Catechiſm, as well as mentions it con- 
ſtantly when he reads the Prayers and 
eſpecially the Doxologies of the Church. 
And can you reaſonably charge a mini- 
ſter, with denying the Divinity of Chtiſt, 


C meer! y 
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meerly becauſe he doth not read the 


Athanaſian Creed? Another circumſtance 
in vindication of the doctor I muſt inform 
you of, if you do not indeed know it, 


viz, that when he publiſhed a collection 


of Pſalms, from the verſions allowed by 
Authority, for the uſe of his Pariſh, he 
added, after the 117th Pſalm and at the 


cloſe of the Book, the Gloria Patri or 


Doxologies, tho' theſe are not enjuined 


by the Church to be uſed in its Pfal- 


mody, nor was his ſubſcription and aſ- 


ſent to them required. Theſe he nei- 
ther omitted, nor altered from the com- 


mon Phraſeology. They plainly expreſs 


the Divinity of Chriſt and the Spirit: and 


yet they have been and ſometimes are 
ſung in St. Chad's Church. So that upon 
the whole your credible Informer p. 10. 
hath deceived you and loſt his credibility, 
Methinks a perſon defirous not to belie 
and miſrepreſent, ſhould have more care- 
fully examined and have been ſure, what 


is preached, read and ſung in St, Chad's 
Church, before he declared that he could 


not help believing that the Vicar had a ſet- 
tled diſlike to the trinitarian doctrines. For 
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my own part, I cannot help believing, 
that, as Archbiſhop Tz/htſon ſaith, „the 
Bigots of all parties have got a ſcurvy 
trick of Hing for, what they call, the 
Truth.” If you have ventured to read 
the Works of the renowned Tillotſon, you 
well know, that tho' he wiſhed the 
Church fairly rid of the Athanaſian Creed, 
yet he was an able Defender of the Divi- 
nity and Atonement of Chriſt, and had 
many bitter Things written againſt him on - 
that Account. But one would think the 
ſtiffeſt Trinitarian would wiſh to get rid of 
that Creed, on account of its damnatory 
clauſes, tho' he believed all the reſt of it 
ever ſo firmly; that out of the ſame Mouth 
might not proceed bleſſing and curſing, 
but that he might lift up holy hands 
without Wrath. 

What you call à fundamental miſtake, 
p. 11, in ſuppoſing that Man wants 
no aſhſtance but the exerciſe of his own 
Reaſon to find out the Nature and Attri- 
butes of God,” will appear to he true, if 
it be rightly conſidered and underſtood. 
That Man can by his own Reaſon diſcover 


ſo much evidence for the Being and Per- 
3 fections 
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fections of God, as to convince him that 
there is a God; that he is perfectly wiſe 
and powerful, baly, good and true, and 
that he is to be worſhipped and ſerved, 


is moſt evident, not only from the wri- 


tings of the Heathen Philoſophers, but 


from an expreſs aſſertion of St. Paul, 
Rom. i. 19, 20, © Becauſe that which 
may be knovn of God, is manifeſt in 
them [or to them] for God hath thewed 
it to them. For the inviſible things 


of him from the creation of the world 


are clearly ſeen, being underſtood [or be- 


ing duly aitended to] by the things that 


are made, even his eternal Power and 
Godhead; fo that they are without ex- 
cuſe, becauſe that, when they knew God, 
they glorified <P not as God,” Here 


St. Pail aff lerts your fundamental miſtake. 


The Creation loudly proclaims God's Na- 
ture and Attributes to all men; ſo that if 
they neglect to reverence love and obey 
him, they are without excuſe. But ſurely 
they were excuſeable, if their own Rea- 
lon was, as you aſſert p. 13, incapable to 
form any Judgment of the Nature and 


Attributes of God, 1 fear, when you 


reflect 
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reflect upon this paſſage, you will be ready 
to number the Apoſtle among your rati- 


onal divines. If your aſſertion be true, I 
ſhould be glad to be informed, how we 
can be ſure that we have any revelation 
from God, and that the Bible contains 
the ſacred Oracles of Truth? * To me 
it ſeems to be undermining the principles 
and foundation of natural Religion and 


taking away the only ſure teſt and cri- 
terion of the truth and excellency of re- 


vealed. For if men have zo previous 
natural notices of a ſupreme Being, by 
which to judge of what may or may not 
be ſuppoſed to come from him in a way 
of more extraordinary communication, 
the credit of all pretended Revelations is 
manifeſtly put upon the ſame footing. 
Every thing 1s to- be received as a Reve- 


lation, which a confident Enthuſiaſt or 
Impoſtor may call ſuch: or rather the 


very ſuppoſition itſelf of any ſuch thing 
as a Revelation is rendered abſurd 'and 
ridiculous,” * The Paſſages you quote 
in defence of your ſtrange aſſertion are 


* Coventry's Philemon to Hydaſpes, Part IV. p. 23. 


evi- 


( 14 ) 
evidently miſapplied, As to the text in 
Job xi. 7, Canſt thou by ſearching find 
out God? [there you artfully ſtop] the 
context ſhows, that it refers to the diſ- 
penſations of his Providence, that it is 
impoſſible to find out all the reaſons and 
deſigns of the Divine Conduct. So it 
follows “ canſt thou find out the Al- 
mighty 10 perfection? When the A- 
poſtle ſays, the world by wiſdom knew 
not God,” he doth not mean, by their 
Reaſon, but that with all their boaſted 
improvemeats in Wiſdom and Philoſophy, 
they did not know him, i. e. practically 
and ſeriouſly know, worſhip, and obey 
him. But this was not owing to an in- 
ſurmountable 1gnorance, or the real de- 


fect of their intellectual powers, but to 


their wickedneſs, as he aſſerts in the paſ- 
ſage quoted above. They were inexcuſe- 
able, for they inight have known and 
ſerved him, if they would rightly have 
exerciſed their Reaſon. This muſt be St. 
Paul's meaning, or he muſt contradict 
himſelf, When our Lord fays, „ no 
man knoweth the Father but the Son,” 


the meaning is, that no creature knoweth 


him 
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him truly and fully; nor can any one 
know him to ſaving purpoſes, without 
ſome revelation of him from Chriſt, which 
even Heathens may have; elſe our Lord 
would aſſert, that there can be no know- 
ledge of God at all but by Revelation, 
which contradicts both Experience and 
Scripture. In the ſame Verſe, Matt. xi. 
27, it is ſaid, no man knoweth the Son, 
but the Father; which plainly intimates, 
that there is ſomething inexplicably myſ- 
1 terious and incomprehenſible in the Na- 
0 ture and Perſon of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
whoſe name is called wonderful or ſecret. 
I remind you of this, as it ſhows, that it 
muſt be great pride and preſumption for 
any to pronounce dogmatically and poſi- 
tively about the preciſe Nature of the 
bleſſed Jeſus, and cenſure and condemn 
| their brethren, who think differently about 
14 it. Is there no difference between at- 
taining ſome knowledge of the Nature 
and Attributes of God, ſufficient to lead 
us to the practiſe of our duty, and per- 
fectly underſtanding them? Theſe you 
- ſeem to confound, p. 12. I moſt readily 
ſubmit to the Apoſile's determination, but 
not 


6 
not to your interpretation of it. He ſaith 
1 Cor. ii. 14, the natural man receiveth 
not the things of the Spirit of God;“ 
but he means the animal /enſual man, as 
the word is elſewhere rendered; the man 
who is under the influence of irregular 
appetites and paſſions, and eſpecially ſpiri- 
tual pride. And I think, Solomon aſſerts 


the ſame when he ſaith, a ſcorner ſeekx- 


eth wiſdom and findeth it not.” 


The Deiſts are much obliged to you 


for furniſhing them with ſome objecti- 
ons againſt the Divine authority of the 


Bible, grieved as you are with the ſad 


growth of Deiſm and Infidelity in this day, 
P- 4. And very probably in the next Deiſ- 
tical Book your ſtrange and ſhocking 
Harangue p. 14, 15, will be quoted with 
great applauſe, as T:ndall hath done 


ſeveral ſuch paſſages from other inac- 


curate and intemperate writers. His an- 
{werers, as well as others, have ſuffici- 
ently ſhown, that thoſe diſpenſations of 
Providence, which you repreſent as con- 


trary to Reaſon, are capable of a full 


vindication on rational principles, and were, 
in thoſe particular circumſtances, Actions 
or 
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or Appointments worthy of God, and 
ſubſervient to the moſt important pur- 


poſes. Reaſon would have given her vote 


and verdit, p. 14, had ſhe known all the 
Circumſtances relating to them. There 
is ſome difference, ſure, between ſetting 
Reaſon on the Throne, p. 12, and trampling 


it in the Dirt. But this reminds me of the 


remark of a judicious Writer, © when a 
man finds that Reaſon. is againſt aim, he 


will be againſt Reaſon.” 


Your. ſneers at rational religion, p. 13, 


16, are very unbecoming a man and a 


ſcholar. Is your religion irrational? Would 
you have a religion without reaſon, or 


reaſoning ? Is not Reaſon to judge of the 
| ſenſe and meaning of Scripture ? or, what 


doth our Lord mean, when he reproves 


the Jews for not judging of themſelves 


what is right? Why doth the Apoſtle 
command Chriſtians, and even thoſe who 
had received the Spirit, © to judge what 
he faid, as became wiſe men; to prove 
all things, and hold faſt that which is 


good; to try the Spirits,” &c? Can this 


be done without. the exerciſe of our 


| Reaſon? Your rational divines, I am per- 


D | ſuaded, 
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ſuaded, believe every jot of God's Word, 
ſimply upon the authority of its infallible 
Author, p. 16. But they muſt reaſon, be- 
fore they can know that he is the author 
of it, and that it hath the ſtamp of his in- 
fallible authority. They muſt reaſon about 
the meaning of verſions or originals, and 
how the words were uſed by the writers 
of that age. Is not this way of writing 
and talking about Reaſon and depreciating 
the diſtinguiſhing glory of our nature, 4 
clag and impediment, cauſing Chriſtianity to 
be a flone of flumbling and a rock of offence 
to many? And after you have undeſigned- 
ly laid ſuch a block in their way, you muſt 
be obliged to Dr. Adams, or ſome other 
able defender of Chriſtianity, to remove it; 
otherwiſe, they will ſtumble and fall at it. 
But Wo be to the man by whom the 
offence cometh.” 

Your Interpretation of the ſentence 
upon fallen man p. 18, I apprehend to 
be wrong. © In the day thou eateſt there- 
of thou ſhalt ſurely die,” or in dying thou 
ſhalt die :” means, thou art by this tranſ- 
greſſion become mortal, and art unde? a 
ſentence of death and condemnation. And 

with 


(. 20- 
with all the pains you take to ſhow the 
abſurdity of the Dr's interpretation of 
thoſe paſſages which refer to the con- 
ſequences of the Fall, his reaſoning, S. P. 
32, 33» remains „ The texts 
you quote p. 19, in confutation of what 
you ſuppoſe to be the Dr's principles, 
are, many of them, little to your pur- 
poſe. Would you examine them care- 


fully, attend to the contexts and the ſacred 


writers evident deſign, you may probably 
find, that ſeveral of them refer to the 
caſe of the Heathen World, others to 
the caſe of the Jews, and deſcribe the 
general character of each, at the time 
when the Goſpel was preached to them. 
Others refer to the Apoſtles only: and 
none of them will prove the doctrines 
you eſpouſe, according to your manner 
of ſtating and expreſſing them: And that 
they are capable of other interpretations, 
| hath been ſhown by learned commenta- 
tors and divines; both thoſe who are of 
Dr. Adams's ſentiments, and thoſe who 
fall in more with the opinions of the Re- 
formers in general : this hath been ſhown, 
I ay, without torturing, twiſting and wire- 
D 2 drawing 


can throw duſt in the eyes of their readers. 


(= ) 


drawing them, &c. which St. Peter in- 


timates, is generally done by the anlearned 
and unſtable, neither of which charac- 
ters belong to the Dr. and therefore they 
cannot bear you out in being ſo very 
confident. 

Your quotations from the Articles, Li 
turgy, and Homilies, I paſs over. The 
BIBLE, the BIBLE is my religion. 
<< If they ſpeak not according to that Word, 


there is no light in them.” The com- 


pilers of them were FJallible men, juſt 
emerged out of the darkneſs of Popery, 
with ſtrong prejudices about them, and 
it was natural enough for them to run 
from one extreme to the other, 
Your cenſure of the Dr. for blam- 
ing it as an exceptionable paſſage that 
te God hath no mercy but thro' Chriſt 
the Redeemer,” is very unjuſt, You af- 


terwards quote it, p. 23, that God can 


ſhow no mercy but thro' Chriſt the Re- 
deemer. But there is a plain diſtinction 


between Having no Mercy, i. e. in his Na- 


ture, and not ſhowing it but in a parti- 
cular way. Some others, beſides the Dr. 


He 


S ( 21 ) 
He could mean no more than this, as 
appears by his own words, S. p. 18, 19, 
that we are not to attribute God's mer- 
ciful diſpoſition towards his ſinful crea- 
tures to what Chriſt hath done and ſuf- 
fered, as what led and inclined him to 
be propitious and make offers of Grace, 
The atonement and merits of Chriſt and 

our Salvation by him, illuſtrate the kind- 
neſs of God. His mercy was the cauſe, 
not the ect. of Chriſt's undertaking and 
death, The texts the Dr. quotes, S. p. 
19, moſt plainly prove this. And the 
texts you quote, that there is 0 other 
Foundation, no other name by which we can 
be ſaved, and without ſhedding of blood 
there is no remiſſion, by no means con- 
tradict this; for they only aſſert that there 
is no other way of Salvation but thro' 
Chriſt, and that they to whom the Goſ- 
pel is preached, can only obtain it by 
faith in his name and in his blood. In 
this way God choſe, for the wiſeſt ends, 
to ſhow mercy to ſinners. But that he 
bath none without a Redeemer, none out of 
Chr:/t, (which 1 believe was Mr. Romaine's 
phraſe) none in his nature, but is unpro- 
| pitious 
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( 22 ) 
pitious and icreconcileable without the in- 
terpoſition of another to make him merci- 


ful, which muſt be the meaning of his 
expreſſion, or at leaſt would be, and was, 


ſo underſtood by his hearers, is ſurely a 


very raſh and exceptionable paſſage, and 


diretly contradicting both Reaſon and 


« Scripture. As to thoſe who are ſtrangers 


to the preaching of the Goſpel, they may 


be ſaved by Chriſt without an expreſs 


faith in him; even as a Slave may be re- 
deemed by a ſum of money, without 
knowing the generous Benefactor to 
whom he is obliged for it. If any of 
the Heathen are not ſaved, it is their 
own fault; they will be, as the Apoſtle 
expreſſeth it, without excuſe. If by 

are faved, it will be thro' Chriſt; and it 
may be time enough for them to under- 
ſtand their obligation to Chriſt for it, 
when they come into the other world. 
I think Biſhop Burnet hath well ſtated 
this point, He obſerves ©& when it is 
ſaid, there is Salvation in no other, and 


none other name under Heaven whereby wwe 


muſt be faved, the meaning is, that it is 
only on the account of, and in conſe- 
quence 


et a) 
quence of, the death of Chriſt, that fin 
is pardoned and men are ſaved. This is 
the only facrifice in the fight of God. 
So that whoſoever are received into mer- 
cy, have it thro' Chriſt, as the channel 
and conveyance of it. But it is not fo 
plainly faid [indeed there is nothing like 
it faid in Scripture] that no man can be 
ſaved, unleſs he hath an explicit know- 
ledge of this, together with a belief of 
it. Few in the old diſpenſation could 
have that. Infants and Ideots cannot 
have it; yet it were a bold thing to ſay, 


| that they may not be ſaved by him. 80 


it gen not appear that none ſhall be 
ſaved by the death of Chriſt, unleſs they 
do explicitly both know it and believe it, 
ſince it is certain that God may pardon 
fin upon that ſcore without obliging all 
men to believe it, eſpecially when it is 
not revealed to them. Since God hath 
not declared they ſhall be damned, no 
more ought we to damn them.” And 
again, © God applies the death of Chriſt, 
by the ſecret methods of Grace, to many 
| perſons whoſe circumſtances do render 
them incapable of the expreſs act of lay- 


ing 


(44 } 


ing hold upon it. Burnet on art. vii. and 
XViii, p. 100, 172, Cc. Let me add the 
ſentiments of another reſpectable writer, 
Mr. Baxter, It was not the knowledge 
and belief of Jeſus incarnate perſonally, 
that was made neceſſary to all before his 
coming ; and therefore not to all after- 
wards. No man ever came to the Father 
but by Chriſt's merits. But Chriſt never 
meant, that no man before his Incarnati- 
on or ſince, that never heard of him, did 
come to the Father without believing that, 
which the Apoſtles themſelves long believ- 
ed not, after 5 followed Chriſt. If all 
men are damned who believe not that 
this Jeſus perſonally is the Chriſt, all be- 
fore his Incarnation muſt be condemn- 
ed. But if not before, then the ſame 
thing was never made neceſſary after, to 
all that could not poſſibly hear of it.“ 
Mr. Romaine's crude expreſſions, little | 
fins and a little God, muſt be offenſive to 
every ſerious mind that heard him. And 
give me leave to ſay, that your attempt 
to defend them p. 24, 25, is a meer quib- 
ble, and not becoming a Maſter of Arts, 
who I ſuppoſe learnt logic at Oxford. You | 
both 


(:23) 


both allow that /ome ſins are more hei- 
nous and aggravated than others. There- 
fore, ſome are great and others compa- 
ratively little. Nor doth Dr. Adams think, 

that any fin againſt God is, properly 
ſpeaking, a little one. But ſurely the 
phraſe may be innocently uſed as well 

as the phraſes greater and lefſer matters 
of the law, by Chriſt. There may be a 
diſtinction made by a Chriſtian Divine be- 
tween great and little tins, without %- 
bliſhing the exploded Notion of the Papiſts 
about vengl and mortal fins, of which 
Dr. Adams faith nothing, tho' you would 
perſuade your readers, that he is of the 
ſame mind as the Papiſts. A ſin little in 
itſelf compared with others, may be mor- 
tal. Our Saviour ſaith, F I had not come 
and ſpoken to them, they had not had fin, 
but now they have no cloke for their fin, 
John xv. 22. They, tho' Jews, knew not 
God who ſent Chriſt, v. 21, which ex- 
plains what the Apoſtle meant by the Hea- 
then not knowing God, not duly regarding, 
loving and ſerving him. Our Lord means, 
that if he had not ſpoke to them, their 
ſin would have been little, in compari- 
| E = ſon 
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ſon with what it was, in conſequence of 

his preaching and working Miracles a- 

mong them. Here a perverſe opponent 

might argue as you do, Can any part 

of the holy juſt and good law of God, 

be called a little matter? Muſt not that 1 
argue that we have little thoughts of 
God, p. 25? There cannot be a more ef- 
fectual way to open the flood-gates of 
licentiouſneſs than by talking of having no 
fin, of little duties or matters of the lau; 
that law, which threatens death and a 
curſe to every one that continueth not in 
all things contained in it.” Thus you 
might have cavilled at our bleſſed Lord 
himſelf, But I am weary of tracing you 
thro' theſe ſubtleties, 

You are pleaſed to aſſert, p. 26, that It 
is certain there were no other diſpenſations 
from all eternity but the Law and the 
Goſpel.“ But what were the diſpenſa- 5 

tions to Adam, Noah, Abraham, Job, &c? 
Surely this is raſh and inaccurate: And 
your cenſure of the Dr. for ſaying and 
unſaying (I paſs by the reſt of 
genteel language) is very unjuſt, For he 
makes an evident diſtinction between Sal- 
| vation 
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vation by faith and works, as the meri- 
torious Cauſe of it, when he ſpeaks of 
the Merits of Chriſt and denies the Me- 
rit of our own works and obedience, S. 
p. 20. It is enough to make your readers 
ſmile, to hear you talk of purſuing him 
thro the windings of bis labyrinth, who is 

remarkable, and almoſt unequalled, for 
his clearneſs and preciſion. For my own 
part I am greatly puzzled and unable to 
purſue you thro' all your winding mazes, 
were I diſpoſed to do it; and I have not 
yet met with a perſon, who could un- 
derſtand your plan, after they had care- 
fully read your former productions. But 
accuracy and preciſion are not to be ex- 
pected everr from Maſters of Arts, if they 
quote Scriptures by ſound, and do not 
chuſe to reaſon about them. 

It ſeems to me very ungenerous and 
illiberal to charge the Dr. with incon- 
ſiſtency in repreſenting -Repentance and 
Obedience, as the terms of our Pardon 
and Salvation, and at the ſame time men- 
tioning the Atonement and Merits of 
Chriſt, as the ground of our acceptance. 
Polemical writers may wrangle endleſol/ 
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about the phraſes, Terms, Conditions, De- 


mands, Qualifications, &c. but this doc- 


trine is plain to the capacities of the 
doctor's Pariſhioners, that we cannot be 
pardoned without Repentance and Faith 
in Chriſt, and cannot be finally ſaved with- 
out good Works and Obedience: and yet 
that our Forgiveneſs upon Repentance, 
and our final Salvation, is to be aſerib- 
ed, not to any merit in our Faith, Works 
and Obedience, but to the merits and 
interceſſion of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 
This the Dr. allows: this he preaches. 
And this is enough for us to know, with- 
out entering into thoſe nice diſtinctions, 
with which ſyſtematick writers have puz- 
zled themſelves and their readers, ſub- 
verted the Faith of ſome, and deſtroyed 
the Edification of many. To the poor 
the Goſpel is to be preached, and there- 
fore every thing neceſſary to Salvation 
muſt be, and is, plain and clear. Were 
the Dr. to aſſert, that amends could be 


made to God and pardon obtained for our 
Sins, by Repentance and better Obedi- 


ence p. 22, a little candor would have 


ſhown that his Meaning was not, and 


could 


„ 
could not be, obnoxious. That he doth 
not mean any proper amends or compenſa- 
tion on our part, is plain; for he aſſerts the 
contrary, S. p. 18, 19, which you, to lay 
the heavier load upon him, chuſe to over- 
look, When God, in the covenant of 
Grace is pleaſed to accept our Repen- 
tance, Faith and ſincere Obedience thro! 
_ Chriſt, it may ſurely, without any offence to 
a candid reader, be called making amends 


#0 God conſidered as the moral. Governour 


of the World,” tho' it be no way profitable 
to him, eſpecially as he requires this as 
1 condition of our final Salvation. 

Your charging the Dr. with arfful 
85 and notorious ander with regard 
to what he faith about original fin, will 
have rio weight, with thoſe that conſider 
the caſe impartially. If your doctrine, 
which you call the doctrine of the 
Church, is true, Men are conſigned to 
the puniſhment of the next world, for no 
other crime but being born in this; for 
they could not be born in this without be- 
ing the deſcendants of Adam, and if they 
are his deſcendants, they are, upon your 
N liable to the puniſhment of the 

| next 
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next for Adam's ſin; which is no crime of 


their own, except it be a crime to deſcend 


from him. It is your opinion, indeed, 
that © all children baptized or unbaptized 
who die before the commiſſion of actual 
fin are undoubtedly ſaved thro' Chriſt.” 
The Church of England faith, © It is 
certain by God's word that the children 
which are baptized, dying before they 
commit actual ſin, are undoubtedly ſaved.” 
This 15 not ſo clear to many, as to pro- 
nounce it certain from the word of God. 
But here you exceed the Charity of the 


Church, to which I have no manner of 
objection. It is certain that many of the 


Calviniſtical perſuaſion have aſſerted what 
the Dr. hath intimated, and the doctrine 
is as abſurd and ſhocking, as it is un- 
ſcriptural. 

You repreſent the Dr. as differing both 
from the Bible and the Church in ſaying, 
* that the love of God and our Neigh- 
bour are natural to the mind of man.” 
p-. 33. But what is the law, which St. 
Paul faith, is written upon men's hearts, 
if the love of God and our N eighbour be 
not part of it? Why do men's conſciences 

accuſe 


( a 5 

accuſe them, for affronting and diſobeying 
God and injuring their Neighbours, if 
they are not, with regard to theſe objects 
and the duty owing to them, a law to 
themſelves? You charge him» p. 17, 
with ſuppoſing thro his whole Diſcourſe, 
that the Will is in a ſtate of abſolute frees 
dom as to the choice ꝙ good or evil, What 
ſecret meaning you may have in the word 
abſolute, I know not; the Dr. uſeth it not. 
He only aſſerts that we have a power 
or will to refuſe the evil and chooſe the 
good,” You charge him alſo with ſup- 
poſing thro' his whole Diſcourſe, that 
&« the Affections are at leaſt as inclinable to 
exerciſe themſelves in the love and purſuit 
of heavenly as of earthly object.“ But 
doth not the Dr. ſuppoſe the contrary, 
when he acknowledges S. p. 26, © the 
depravity of mankind and their natural 
propenſity to evil?” Yet becauſe he doth 
not carry that depravity ſo far as you do, 
he is condemned. But if a man hath 
neither an Underſtanding to diſcern, nor 
a Will i. e. a natural power, to chuſe, 
good and evil, he is in effect a meer Ma- 
chine or a meer Beaſt, not a rational crea- 

. ture 
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- tufe, a moral agent, or accountable to the 
ſupreme Being. The Dr. recommends 


to his hearers, S. p. 38, © to implore the 
grace of God's Holy Spirit to aſſiſt and 
ſanctify their endeavours, and to rely at 
laſt on the merits of Chriſt for acceptance: 


this ſeems very different from thofe high 


notions of man's natural excellency and free 
Will which you charge him with p. 20, 


and is perfectly agreeable to Scripture. 


I with, Sir, you would for once try your 
hand at reaſoning, and confute what the 
Dr. ſaith, S. p. 24, If we have not 


the power of doing good, have we the 


power of doing evil ? But this power can- 
not be without the other. To be guilty 
of fin implies the power of not commit- 


ting it. To chuſe the evil is to refuſe the 


good. Whatever we do from neceſſity 
and not from choice, can neither be mo- 
rally good nor evil.“ If you can ſhow this 


to be contrary to common ſenſe, fair rea- 
ſoning, the general feelings of mankind 


and the whole ſtrain of ſcripture, I ſhall 
have no doubt but that the Univerſity of 
Oxford will confer upon you, ſpeciali 
_ the title of D. D. or r L, L. D. on 


account 


( 8-3 


account of your profound erudition, how- 
ever you may have formerly diſpleaſed | 
them. But inſtead of attempting to con=  _ | 
fute ſach reaſoning," you take the ſhorter | | 
way, by throwing an Article or two at w 
his head; from which his Friends, and I | 
preſume, he himſelf fear nothing, but con- 1 
ſider it (in your own language, p. 27) as 
begging the queſtion, and as no PO _ 
meer brutum fulmen. 
_ - Yeur long contraſt between the Dr's 
ſentiments, and the Articles, &c. of the 
Church, I paſs over; as they are not the 
facred Oracles of God, and as I have a 
much better opinion of the Dr's learn- 
ing and judgment, than of any one 6 | 
the - compilers of them, I wonder that, 
When your Hand was in, you did not 
add another evident and ſtriking contraſt 
between the Dr. and the Homiles ; thus, | 
335 « Dr. Adams alloweth an Organ in his 
Church,“ but the Book of Homilies ſaith, | 
„ Beloved, we ought greatly to rejoice 
and give God thanks, that our Churches 
are delivered from piping, chaunting, and | 
playing upon the Organ, which diſpleaſed | 
God fo ſore, and filthily defiled his holy | 
© Houſe | 
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Houle and Place of Prayer.“ x. — The prin- 
cipal deſign of your Book is, to prove 
him guilty of Infincerity, Prevarication, 
\&c. in ſubſcribing Articles, and aſſenting 
to Creeds and Forms of Worſhip, which 


he doth not believe. But be pleaſed to con- 


ſider, that he again and again ſubſcribed, 
and declared his aſſent to, the ſixth Article 
of the Church, as well as the reſt ; which 
faith, Holy Scripture containeth all 
things neceſlary to Salvation: ſo that what- 


ſoever is not read therein, nor may be 


proved thereby, is not to be required of 
any man, that it ſhould be believed as 
an Article of Faith, or be thought requiſite 


or neceſſary to Salvation.“ As he. firmly 


believes and ſtrenuouſly aſſerts this, he 
cannot be conſidered, nor is he conſider- 
ed by the intelligent part of his Pariſh, as 
ſubſcribing and declaring his aſſent to the 
Articles, &c. any further than as in his 
judgment they agree with Scripture. And 
to ſubſcribe with this liberty muſt be allow- 
ed him, unleſs you will ſuppoſe that the 
Articles are inconſiſtent with themſelves. 


* Homaly on the time and place of Prayer. Part II. 


He 


8 

He ſees and conſiders them in a different 
light from you: and you well know wiſe. 
and learned men have differed about the 
meaning of them, and the latitude with 
which they are to be ſubſcribed, ever ſince 
they were firſt publiſhed and enforced : So 
little have they done, or will do, to pre- 
vent diverſity of opinions! Dr. Adams 
hath undoubtedly a right to judge for 
himſelf in what ſenſe he takes them, and 

with what latitude he ſubſcribes them; and 
* what haſt thou to do to judge another 
man's ſervant?” He hath publiſhed his 
ſentiments plainly to the world, S. p. 35, 
note; and inſtead of uſing many oppro- 
brious phraſes concerning him, and his 
brethren, who ſubſcribe to Forms which 
in their firſl appearance they cannot ap- 
prove, you ſhould have ſhown, that it is 
not your duty to judge charitably of thoſe, 
who in “ ſubſcribing the ſame Forms, aſ- 
ſume a liberty of differing from you in 
the manner of interpretation, and for 
which licence they may now ſurely plead 
the tacit conſent and allowance both of 
Church and State.” I ſuppoſe, Sir, that 
when you were matriculated and took 
8 your 
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your degree at Oxford, you ſubſcribed, or 


| ſwore to obſerve, the Statutes of the Uni- 


verſity, Now, if ſome Books which I 
have read, particularly Terre-filius, do 


not deceive me, you then actually ſub- 


ſcribed or ſwore to things, which you did 
not, and could not believe, or things 
which contradi& one another; at leaſt to 
practiſe ſome things, which you could not 
practiſe, as a Proteſtant or an Engliſbman; 

particularly to ſay'Maſs*, I pretend not 
to judge of that author's aſſertions: but if 
this were really the caſe, be pleaſed to 


favour the world with an account, how 


you fatizfied your own conſcience, and 
could evade the charges of Inſincerity, 
Prevarication, &c. and then yourſelf will 
contribute to vindicate Dr. Adams. I pre- 


ſume you have been whitewaſbed, p, 48. 


Can you in your calm thoughts poſſibly 
ſuppoſe, that any conſiderate Clergyman, 
who ſubſcribes the Articles and declares 
his unfeigned aſſent and conſent to all and 
every thing contained and preſcribed in and 
by the book of Common Prayer, &c. together 
with the Pſalter, &c. does thereby teſtify 


us Terrz-filius No. iii, xvli. 


his 


( W 7 


his approbation and commendation of 
every Rite and Ceremony, every part of 
the Rubrick, every Matter and Thing, 
every Point and Syllable in the whole 
book from beginning to end, and in every 


page and line of it? Do the Clergy- 
men of your Sentiments mean all this, 
without any limitation or reſerve ? If they 
do, they muſt ſubſcribe and declare their 
unfeigned afſent and conſent to notorious 
contradictions, I will give you a ſpeci- 
men or two. There are ſeveral miſtran- 
ſlations in the Pſalter, as it ſtands in the 
Common Prayer Book, which can never 
be ſaid to be agreeable to the Word of 
God. See Pſalm cv. 28, in the Bible and 
the Common Prayer Book, which evi- 
dently contradict one another. The ſixth 
Article declares, © In the name of the 
Holy Scripture we do underſtand thoſe 
canonical books of the Old and New Teſ- 
tament, of whoſe authority never was any 
doubt in the Church.” Now, (not to 
mention that there was many years a doubt 
in ſome Churches about the authority of 
ſeveral of the Epiſtles and the Revelati- 
on) I would obſerve, that in the Com- 
| mon 


0M 
1 


- v6 
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EW) 
mon Prayer Book, the Apocrypha is called 
Holy Scripture : For after the Direction at 
the beginning, how the Pſalter is to be 
read, follows a direction how the reſt of the 
Holy Scripture is to be read; from whence 
it plainly appears, that the Apocrypha 
mult be included in that phraſe; and from 


thence one would naturally ſuppoſe the 
Compilers meant to call it a part of the 


Old Teſtament. In the preface alſo (which 


is part of the book aſſented to) they ſpeak 
of the reading of the Holy Scripture in ge- 
neral ; tho' ſome lines afterwards they add, 
or what is agreeable to the ſame.” In 
the Homilies, which every Clerygman 
ſubſcribes as 4 godly wholeſome doctrine, and 
which you cenſure the Dr. for differing 
from, it is ſaid, The Holy Ghoſt in 
ſundry places of the Scripture ſaith, and 
then ſome Paſiages are quoted out of the 
Book of Tobit (Hom. of Alms Deeds part 
it); the lies and fooliſh tales in which book 
can never be ſaid to be inſpired by the Holy 
Ghoſt. Surely, if they conſider and un- 
derſtand what they ſubſcribe and aſſent to, 


they muſt ſee that theſe are contradicti- 
ons: and therefore muſt have ſome limi- 


tation 


CC 8» 
tation exception or reſerve with which 
they do it. And who hath a right to de- 
termine how far ſuch limitations excepti- 
ons and reſerves are to be carried, and how 
far they are honeſt, how far they are in- 
ſincere, evaſive and prevaricating? It is 
well known that, after the Ad of Tole- 
ration paſſed in 1689, when the Noncon- 
formift; Miniſters ſubſcribed the doctrinal 
Articles of the Church as the Act requir- 
ed, many of them gave in a brief expla- 
nation of their ſenſe of them at the time 
of ſubſcription, in which they widely dif- 


fered from your ſenſe of them; and yet 


their explanation was admitted by thoſe 
who had authority to receive their ſubſerip - 
tions. Mr. Baxter in particular in his ex- 
planation ſaid thus, I take not this form 
of words called the Articles of the Church 
of England, to be eſſential to the ſaid 
Church; nor any thing in them to be 
eſſential to the Chriſtian Religion, which 
was not ſo from its Beginning and in the 
firſt Ages of Chriſtianity; yea, and in 
every following Age. Knowing that the 
ambiguity of words doth leave an uncer- 
tainty in the ſenſe of moſt human Writ- 
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my 
ings till explained, and yet ſuppoſing that 


the Authors of thoſe Articles meant them 


orthodoxly, that I may not ſeem need- 
leſsly ſcrupulous, I ſubſcribe them ; and 
that I may not be unconſcionably raſh in 
ſubſcribing, I here tell all whom it may 
concern, how I underſtand the words 
which I ſubſcribe.” Now, if Difſſen- 


ting Miniſters were allowed to put their 


own ſenſe upon the Articles, and a ſenſe, 
which it ſeems highly probable, if not 
certain, was different from the ſenſe of 
the compilers and the impoſers of them, 
it ſeems hard, that at this time of day, a 
Clergyman of the Church of England 
ſhould be cenſured for ſubſcribing them in 
a like different ſenſe. The tacit allow- 
ance of our Governours in Church and 
State to ſuch a different ſenſe, may natu- 
rally be ſuppoſed and taken for granted, 
conſidering that they have never taken 
upon them to proſecute thoſe, whoſe Wri- 
tings plainly ſhow they differed in ſenti- 
ment from the Compilers, Excuſe me, 
Sir, if I enlarge a little more on this ſub- 
ject, as you lay ſo much ftreſs, thro' your 
whole letter, upon it. In p. 45, you 
Ff 


(4) 

charge the Dr. with « explaining the Ar- 
ticles and Homilies in ſuch a manner and 
with ſuch a latitude, as to give them a 
direct contrary Interpretation from the 
original intent of the Compilers.” Now 
here it may be ſaid, that you cannot be 
ſure that the Compilers were all of the 
ſame mind. Biſhop Burnet, who was the 
moſt accurate inquirer into the | Hiſtory 
of the Reformation, ſays, that when 
the Liturgy was confirmed by Parliament 
in the Reign of Ed. VI. 1549, eight Bi- 
ſhops proteſted againſt it, and four. of 
thoſe Proteſtors had concurred in compoſing 
the Book.* A ſhrewd fign, that even 
they were not thoroughly ſatisfied with 
every thing in it. It is very evident that 
almoſt all the Reformers, excepting Jobn 
Rogers, and Fox the Martyrelogiſt, were 
thoroughly in the principles of perſecuti- 
on. It grieves me to mention Cranmer 
and Ridley in this Connection: but alas! 
ſuch was the power of their old prejudi- 
ces, that even Cranmer over- perſuaded the 
young King, againſt his inclination and 
OY Abridg. of Hiſt. of Reform. B. 2. p. 72. 


EI jodg- 
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judgment, to ſign the warrant for burning 
Joan of Kent a poor infane Enthuſiaſt, 
Beſides her, the Biſhops condemned and 
burnt George van Parre, a Dutchman, for 
Hereſy, tho' a Man eminently devout and 
of a moſt exemplary Life and Converſa- 
tion. And for theſe cruel proceedings, 
they alledged the authority of Scrip= 


ture. I ſay not this, to caſt any odium 


upon the memory of our excellent Re- 
formers; but only to prove the truth of 
what Dr. Adams aſſerts, that they were 
bad interpreters of Scripture, which ex- 
preſsly condemns ſuch unjuſt and anti- 
chriſtian practices. If, after they had ſeen, 
and ſome of them felt, ſo much of the 
bloody ſpirit of Popery, and had ſtudied the 
Bible, they could not ſee the abſurdity and - 
iniquity of putting men to death for con- 
ſcience ſake, all their other Tenets ought 
cautiouſly to be examined by Scripture, 
and not implicitly ſubmitted to and plead- 
ed for, becauſe they were their's.—Nor 
can you be ſure that the Archbiſhops and 
Biſhops &c. and the whole clergy in Con- 
vocation, who agreed upon the Articles, 
&c. in 1571, were all exactly of a mind, I 
have 


. 


430 


have no doubt, but thoſe who are ac- 
quainted with the writings of theſe Di- 
vines, could eaſily ſhow, that they did not 
entirely agree in their Sentiments. In- 
deed Dr. Nowell hath ſhown it at large in 
his Anſwer to Pietas Oxonienſis, p. 71, 
&c. and your laborious attempt to con- 


fute him and prove the contrary, only 


proves, that the Reformers differed from 
one another, and ſometimes from them- 
ſelves: which is an evident proof of the 
truth of what Dr. Adams faith of them ; 
and is a ſubſtantial unanſwerable reaſon, 
why little ſtreſs ſhould be laid on their 
Opinions, and why they ſhould not be 
made the ſtandard of Orthodoxy. Some 
of them might only agree to the doctrines 
in general. And thoſe that agreed to 
what they thought the capital doctrines of 
Chriſtianity, might have ſome doubts and 
differ about the more abſtruſe points of 
| ſpeculation, eſpecially about the doctrine 
of Divine Decrees, that unfathomable 
depth. It is well known that when the 
Ad of Unijormity was paſſed, there were 
different ſentiments among the Clergy 
about the latitude of ſubſcribing. For as 


G 2 Et Biſhop 
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Biſhop Burnet faith, tho the words of 
the ſubſcription, (which were alſo to be 
publickly pronounced before the Congre- 

_ gation, declaring the perſon's unfeigned 

aſſent and conſent) ſeemed to import this, 

yet the clauſe of the Act that enjoin- 
ed this, carried a clear explanation of it. 

For it enacted this declaration as an aſſent 

and conſent to he Uſe of all things con- 

tained in the book.” Others underſtood 
it differently. The learned Bp. Sanderſon 
was applied to by ſome Divines, who deſi- 
red his judgment about the following de- 
claration or form of ſubſcription, which 
they ſeid they could agree to, viz. © We 
are perſuaded, that the conſtant doctrine 


of the Church of England is ſo pure and : 


orthodox, that whoſoever believes it and 
lives according to it, ſhall be ſaved; and 
that there is no error in it, which may 
neceſſitate any man to diſturb the peace or 
renounce the communion of it.” When 
the Biſhop had read and conſidered this 
declaration, his anſwer was, I never 
ſubſcribed to any other ſenſe myſelf.*” 


life of Chillingworth, p. 168. 


Here 
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( 45 ) 
Here is one of the firſt dignitaries of the 
\ Church and the moſt judicious Caſuiſt of 
that age, who had ſtudied the point of | 
ſubſcriptions and oaths and their obliga- | 
tion perhaps more diligently than any 
other man ever did, practiſing and allow- 
ing that latitude, which you condemn. 
I have it from undoubted Authority that 
it is common with our Biſhops, when | 
perſons come to be examined in order to 
- their ordination, to enquire what Books 
they have read; and particularly whether 
they have read Burnet on the Articles and 
_to recommend that Book to their peruſal, 
Now every one who hath read that Book, 
will naturally infer from hence, that the 
perſons appointed by Law to receive the 
{ubſcriptions of the Clergy, do allow a 
latitude, If the Clergy in theſe days ſub- 
ſcribe Articles, &c. without believing e- 
very thing in them, they may ſubſcribe 
to the uſe of what is contained in the 
book; or as expreſſing their agreement 
with the Doctrines of it in general, as 
Bp. Sanderſon did; or as a proof of their 
conformity to the Church of England 
and a teſt of their obedience to their 
| } ſu- 
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ſuperiours, who require this of them, as 
the legal way to Preferments in the 
Church. It is no wonder there have 
been ſo many different views in which 
men have ſubſcribed, fince it is next 
to impoſſible to frame thirty nine Pro- 
poſitions, of ſuch a length as the Arti- 
cles, in any human words, to which a 
number of conſcientious Clergymen, no 
larger than that, by whom the Articles 
were agreed in 1571, could give their 
hearty aſſent and conſent. . To which I 
may add, the difficulty, if not the im- 
poſſibility, there is for any judicious cau- 
tious Divine to declare that every thing in 
the three Creeds may be proved by 10. 
certain warrants of Holy Scripture. I 
much queſtion, whether there be a Cler- 
gyman in the Kingdom, who, before his 
ſubſcription and declaration, read over the 
Articles, the whole Book of Common 
Prayer and the Books of Homilies de- 
liberately and ſeriouſly, weighing careful- 
ly every Sentence, Clauſe, Word and Syl- 
| lable. Or if any one ſhould do, fo, I 
queſtion whether he could ſubſcribe and 
declare his aſſent to every thing in them, 
_—_— 


1 
in the ſenſe and manner, which you think 
neceſſary in order to free him from the 


charge of Inſincerity, Prevarication, Eva- 
ſion, &c. For my own part I ſhould 


ſcruple to ſubſcribe and declare my un- 


feigned aſſent and conſent (according to 
the Idea you have of ſo doing) to the 
very beſt tranſlation of the Holy Scripture 
itſelf, or even to any copy of the Bible 
now extant in the world. For it appears 
to me, from the writings of learned men, 
who have ſtudied theſe matters (as far as 
my acquaintance with them reacheth) that 
there is no tranſlation, yea no copy, ei- 
ther of the Old or New Teſtament ſo per- 

fect, but what may have ſuch lips, errors, 
faults of tranſcribers or printers, various 


readings,” &c. as may make an unfeigned 


aſſent and conſent to all and every thing 
contained in it, a matter of rational ſcruple 
to a perſon of a tender conſcience. Upon 
the whole therefore it ſeems very plain, 
that ſome latitude in ſubſcription hath been 
taken and allowed from the firſt, and muſt 


9 ator account of his Collations. Dr. H. Oaven's 


Enquiry into the preſent ſtate of the Septuagint. 
MilPs N. T. Pref. and var. 5 dc. 
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be and will be taken and allowed. Who 
then is this Champion, that undertakes to 
demoliſh all theſe Goliabs, as Hypocrites 
and Enemies to the Church, and without 
any authority divine or human, pronounces 
peremptorily, and with the infallible air of 
the Pope, who are and who are not ſin- 
cere; tho alas! it is too evident from his 
letter to Dr. Adams, that he hath not quite 
ſlain the Lion and the Bear in his own 
Boſom ? 

You mention as a parrallel ex; « our 
Judges explaining away Magna Charta. 
p..45.” But ſurely, the Judges may de- 
fend and ſupport Magna Charta in gene- 
ral, and as far as is neceſſary for the ſe- 
curity of Liberty, without agreeing with 
the: compilers of it, or with one another, 
in the ſenſe of every article, clauſe and 
word of it. You know, Sir, that Juſtices 
of the Peace are bound by their Office, 
the King's Commiſſion and their Oath 
grounded upon it, to cauſe to be kept all 
Ordinances and Statutes made for the good 
and preſervation of the peace, &c. yet many 
of theſe are abſurd, obſolete, and cannot, 
and ought not to be kept and executed. 

= 1 | Even 
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Even the worſt that ever was made, the 
Law for burning Hereticks, ſtood unre- 
pealed for above a Century after the Papal 
Power was aboliſhed in the Kingdom. 
The A& of Parliament alſo which made 
Witchcraft and Enchantment Felony, and 
puniſhed it with death, was made 1 
James I. and was not repealed till about 
the year 1736. With regard particularly 
to the former Act, were not the Juſtices 
of Peace in the ſeveral Reigns after the 
Reformation till it was repealed, obliged 
by their Oath of Office grounded upon 
the Commiſſion, to put this Act in Exe- 
cution even againſt their proteſtant Bre- 

thren? No, faith one of them, the Act 
was unreaſonable and bad in itſelf ; the 
compilers and enacters of it were fallzble 
men; the principles of the Goſpel and 
the rights of conſcience are better un- 
derſtood ſince that time, It is not for the 
good of the peace; and our Legiſlators 
give, and have long given, a facit conſent 
and allowance to its ſuſpenſion: And it 
muſt be a pain and grief to ingenunus 
minds to take an Oath, which at fir/t ap- 
pearance binds them to do what they think 
H wicked 
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wicked and cruel.” But might not a fiery 
Jeſuit, who wanted to be at the old work 
of burning Hereticks, have replied, in al- 
moſt your own words, Sir, this is directly 
contrary to the original intention of the 
compilers and enacters of that Law, and 
deſtructive of the very defign and inſtitution 
of your Oath, p. 47. They no more thought 
that any honeſt ingenuous minds would — 
the ſearcher of all Hearts to bear witneſi, 
that they would cauſe to be kept the Law 
for burning Hereticks, tbey did not (ex 
animo) believe it to be juſt and right that 
they ſhould, than they thought that Perjury 
and Piety, Truth and Falſhood, were ſyno- 
nomous Terms, p. 48. You thus explain 
away the laws of the Land, kick this ſtub- 
born long exploded Act of Parliament quite 
out of dcors, and new varniſh the Kingdom 
upon the more polite and rational plan of mo- 
dern politicks.” p. 45. Thus alſo might this 
and the reſt of your declamation againſt 
Dr. Adams have been uſed concerning the 
act againſt Witchcraft; and it may now be 
uſed concerning other Statutes of Parlia- 
ment, which are obſolete, iniquitous, and 
cannot now be kept, and yet are not re- 
pealed 
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| pealed. Nay it is probable that Inſtances - 
might be produced of Juſtices of Peace 
now, who in a very laudable zeal to puniſh 
and reſtrain immoral and diſorderly per- 
ſons and practices, ſometimes ſtretch the 
Laws and go beyond the letter of them, 
which is apparently contrary to their oath. . 
In this Caſe, a Perſon of your Spirit 
might write againſt ſuch Juſtices and bring 
againſt them all your Charges of Inſince- 
rity, Prevarication, &c, againſt Dr. Adams 
and his reaſoning Brethren, The au- 
thority of a noted Judge, even Lord Chief 
Juſtice Holt, may be produced, in one 
inſtance at leaſt, to juſtify this aſſertion, 
that © tho' the Law was ſtrictly one way, 
yet, Practice having been otherwiſe, Com- 
munis Error facit Jus. Agreeably hereto, 
I am told that it is a rule in Law, Lex 
currit cum praxi. It may therefore rea- 
ſonably be ſuppoſed, and hath been ge- 
nerally held, that the Practice of the 
Church muſt expound her meaning. It is 
very well known, that ſome of the higheſt 
Churchmen have, in their anſwers to the 
Nonconformiſts, underſtood and expound- 
ed the terms of conformity with a latitude, 
| H:2 and 


0? 
and have aſſerted the neceſſity of a Fa- 
vourable conſiruction. And indeed, this Fa- 
vourable conſtruction the authors of the 
Preface to the Common Prayer Book de- 
fired and expected for themſelves, © as 
what in common equity ought to be al- 
Jowed to all human Writings, and even 
the very beſt tranſlation of Scripture it- 
ſelf.“ The Application of this to Dr. 
Adams and his reverend Brethren is eaſy. 
And why the Clergy ſhould not have ſome 
indulgence allowed them, as well as Judges - 
and Juſtices of Peace, it is hard to de- 
termine. 
As to what you ſay, p. 46, 47, of there 
being never more real piety and practi- 
cal godlineſs in the kingdom, than when 
the doctrines of the Reformation were 
preached in their purity,” I own I do not 
underſtand to what time you refer. Sure- 
ly not to the days of the Reformers ; for 
the Biſhops Jewel, Latimer and Sandys 
give a very different account of thoſe days; 
eſpecially Latimer, whoſe Sermons are in 
fo many hands. And the turnings and 
winding3 of the Clergy in general in the 
reigns of Hen, VIII. Ws VI. Mary, and 
Eli- 
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Elizabeth, prove, that there was not much 


real piety among them. If you refer to 
the time of the Inter-regnum between the 
death of Charles I. and the acceſſion of 
| Charles II. perhaps you may be nearer the 
truth; but a ſtaunch defender of the Com- 
mon Prayer and Hierarchy would ſcarce 
allow this. What other period you refer 
to, I know not. But methinks, when 
there are ſo many of the eſtabliſhed Cler- 
gy, and diſſenting Miniſters, and ſuch a 
number and variety of Lay-Exhorters, 
who are ſo often preaching what you call 
the doctrines of the Reformation, in al- 
moſt every part of the Kingdom, and they 
have ſo many Hearers, it ſeems hardly 
reconcileable and conſiſtent to ſay (tho 
even with a perhaps) © that there never 
was leſs real Piety and practical Godlineſs 
in the Kingdom that at preſent,” and yet 
e that the Effects which follow the preach- 
ing theſe doctrines are ſo {ignal and glo- 
rious as you repreſent, p. 49. 5 
Your Remarks on * the effects which 
follow preaching thoſe doctrines, which 
you call true and thoſe which you eſteem 
falſe, p. 49, &c.” are not eaſily underſtood, 
| | nor 
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nor can they be reconciled with facts. 1 
fear there is no room to boaſt on cither ſide, 
What inward communications, ſenſations, 
conſolations and hopes they that believe 
your Creed feel and experience, cannot be 
judged of by thoſe who read your wri- 
tings, .or thoſe who know the perſons to 
whom you particularly refer; tho per- 
| haps had they better learnt the firſt leſſon 
in Chriſt's ſchool, to be humble and poor 
in Spirit, they would not boaſt or even 
talk of theſe things ſo much, as they 
are well known to do. As far as men's 
conduct comes to the knowledge of their 
neighbours, friends and acquaintance, by 
which alone (as their fruits) we can know 
them, I muſt obſerve, that if you mean 
to aſſert, „that all rational Divines and 
their followers and friends are deſtitute 
of the fruits of righteouſneſs and the com- 
forts of religion ; that they do not ſhow 
their faith by their works, nor live ſober 
righteous and godly lives; and that all the 
Caine Divines and their followers 
do,” you muſt be very ignorant of the 
Aae and contradict the moſt notorious 
facts and experience; or you mult be very 
| un- 
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uncharitable. And if the latte? be the 


caſe, which I very much fear, it will be 


eaſily accounted for, why, among the 


bleſſed effects of real Chriſtianity, you 


never mention that © Love which is the 


fulfilling of the Law, and which, if a man 


wants, tho' he underſtand all myſteries and 


all knowledge and have all faith, yet he 
is nothing, 1 Cor. xiii. 2. This will ac- 
count for it, why among the effects which 


your doctrines of truth produce in the 


heart, you never mention theſe; © that 


they open it in Charity and Love to our 


Brethren, ſubdue a narrow bitter Spirit, 
teach us not to judge and condemn our 
brethren, but to receive thoſe that are 


even weak in the Faith, but not to doubtful 


diſputations: that they lead us to eſteem 
others better than ourſelves, and reſtrain 


that pride, inſolence, and ſelf-confidence, 


which the zealots of a party are too apt to 
manifeſt.” Where true Chriſtianity pre- 
vails in the Heart, it preſerves men from 
thinking themſelves righteous and deſpi- 
ſing others ; and will never allow them to 


| fay to thoſe that differ from them in ſen- 


timents, Stand by * I am holier 
than 


— 


* 
than thou. This is a diſtinguiſbing Teſt 
of true and falſe Doctrines, which you have 
entirely paſſed over in filence, and yet it is 
evidently given in ſcripture, p. 49. —May I 
not aſk you, Sir, do the Prayers and Ser- 
vices in the Liturgy, which you ſo highly 


_ extol, contribute nothing to form men to 


the Temper, and inſpire them with the 
Conſolations you deſcribe ? Or ſhall one or 
two Sermons of a rational Divine on a 
Sunday, always prevent the good effects, 
which joining in thoſe ſervices again and 


again, perhaps daily, tends to produce? Or 
will you venture to ſay, that none of theſe 


good effects are produced by the labours 
of thoſe, who think differently from you 
and your party, and who preach what you 
ſo confidently call, an earth-born Syſtem, 


p-. 51? I hope you are a wiſer man and 
a better Chriſtian than to affect this, af- 


ter you have conſidered the queſtion. If 
compariſons were not odious, and en- 
tering into private characters invidious 
and baſe, it might not be impoſſible to 


mention inſtances of thoſe, who believe 


and contend for, what you call, the pure 
Doctrines of the Goſpel, who are no cre- 
„ VV 


i.) 


dit to any party, but have proved ſcantia- 


louſly immoral. This Town hath furniſh- 


ed too many Inſtances of this kind. Per- 


haps ſome zealous Preachers of theſe pure 
doctrines might be produced, who have 
been as cenſorious, fretful, angry, and 
impatient under provocations, as any rati- 
onal Divines ; as eager after the friend- 


ſhips, honours and preferments of the werld, 


P. 51. and taken as ſcandalous methods to 
procure or keep Benefices, as any of their 
heterodox brethren. The Pablick hath 


lately had too much laid before it on this 


latter ſubject. I am truly grieved when 
ſcandals happen and offences come, from 
whatever quarter of profeſſing Chriſtians ; 


but while there is ſo much room to recri- 


minate, it is better to be filent on this 
head. And I heartily wiſh that all thoſe, 
who have that knowledge and. experience 
which yeu deſcribe, may act a conſiſtent 


part, and by an humble, meek, exemplary 
conduct preveit their good from being 


evil ſpoken of. Then we may be certain 


there is ſound faith and right principles at 
the bottom, p. 53; otherwile, all their pro- 


feſſion and zeal is nothing. 
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Your remark on the Dr's compliments 
to thoſe concerning whom he writes, p. 

53, is very mean and illiberal. All his in- 
timate acquaintance, at leaſt in this Town, 
know, that what he ſaith of himſelf is 
true, and indeed much leſs than the truth: 
and if it were not for hurting his ſingu- 
lar modeſty, I could give you ſeveral in- 
ſtances, in which he hath behaved re- 
ſpectfully to thoſe who are called Metho- 
diſis; defended their character when it 
hath been attacked; ſhown his diſpleaſure 
at thoſe, who have railed at them and 
incered them; endeavoured to prevent and 
reſtrain inſults, which the Mob were of- 
fering them; and done many acts of be- 
neficence and compaſſion to them. In 
this reſpect he hath ſhown his faith by 
his works, and fulfilled the law of Chriſt 
in loving and doing good to his enemies. 
He may think theſe people in a dange- 
rous error. They think him ſo, Yet he 
hath treated them much better than they 
have treated him; and by is fruit you 
may know him. Another true feriptu- 
ral Te which you have paſſed over in fi- 
lence ! 


You 
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You intimate, p. 52, that the Dr's com- 
PHPliments and conceſſions concerning the pious 
and virtuous lives, and the zeal, of the Mi- 


niſters againſt whom he writes, overthrow. 


his own plan. But how doth this fol- 
low ? May not the plain principles of the 
Goſpel, thoſe that are neceſſary to Salva- 
tion, which are perhaps common to all 
parties of Chriſtians, have ſuch a power- 
ful effect, thro' the influence of divine 
Grace, on ſome of each, as to produce 
the fruits of righteouſneſs, tho' they wide- 
ly differ from one another concerning 
what is ſound? Will no Principles, but 
the diſtinguiſhing Tenets for which you 


_ contend and which are ſo very doubtful, 
produce theſe? It is by no means 4 fla- 


grant contradiction to ſay, that ſuch a one 
7s very good man, but of very bad prin- 
ciples. You will hardly deny that Thomas 
a Kempis, De-renty, Fenelon, Rollin, and 
ſome other Papiſts, were very good men ; 
yet they did not believe the diſtinguiſbing 
Tenets of the Reformation, which in your 
opinion, are neceſſary to make men good. 
Beſides, it is very obvious, that a man may 
hold Principles dangerous in themſelves to 
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his religious Temper and State, and yet 


not ſee, or not act agreeable to, all the 


bad conſequences of them. Many Per- 


ſons Hearts are better than their Heads, 


and they may be habitually under the go- 


vernment of ſome Principles, which may 
produce piety and zeal, tho' they rather 


ſeem in their preaching and writing to eſ- 
tabliſh the contrary Poſitions: and one may 
apply to them, what our Lord ſaid of his 
Diſciples, © if they drink my deadly thing, 
it ſhall not hurt them.” Their zeal 


may not be according to knowledge, yet by 
no means be 4 horrible crime: for it may and 


I believe doth, terminate in this, to con- 
vert and edify Souls, I am perſuaded they 
are leſs zealous upon the whole, to pro- 
ſelyte men to a particular ſet of Notions, 
than to lead them to Repentance, Faith 


and Holineſs, Chriſt may be preached 


out of” envy and firife, as well as good will. 
Some may preach Chriſt of contention, not 


ſincerely ; others of love. But whether in 


pretence or in truth, ſtill Chrift is preached 
and good is done. Therein Dr. Adams, 
with the Apoſtle Paul, doth rejoice, (tho' 
he cannot approve thoſe Miniſter's manner 


of 


Ger) 

of preaching him, and the ſpirit they too 
often manifeſt in their preaching) and 
therein alſo every good man v1 rejoice. 
Philip, i. 15—19. I have not penetration 
enough to ſee the flagrant contradiction, 
which you ſo perfectly diſcern, in the Dr's 
repreſentation. It ſeems to me quite con- 
ſiſtent. 

Be pleaſed, Sir, with your gn l 
eye and ſpirit, to pry into the ingredients 
„ the Dr's doſe, p. 54, and neither I nor 
he will think you an officious examiner. 
And if you can find yourſelf, or produce 

clear evidences of, any inconſiſtency be- 
tween his congratulations of himfelf (as you, 


not very civilly, call them, ) on his Candour, 


Charity and Forbearance and his conduct 
to the Perſons in queſtion, I will acknow- 
ledge there is ſome juſtice in your infinua- 
tions. Otherwiſe I muſt pronounce them, 


and the impartial world will pronounce 


them, falſe and ſcandalous. It is ſtrange 
that a Gentleman and a Scholar ſhould fo 
rudely treat one, and a Clergyman too, 
who treats every one with civility and 
good manners, But it feems, as if you 


alſo were Jung hands with the Church of 


Rome 
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Rome in eftablifhing that long exploded doc- 


| trane among all ſound Proteſtants, p. 24, that 
« Faith is not to be kept with Hereticks ;” 


at leaſt, which is ſomething akin to it, 
that neither Juſtice, Civility, nor common 
Decency are to be ſhown them. And it 
is well your Power doth not extend fur- 
ther than to ſcourge them with your 
tongue and your pen; elſe our worthy 
Vicar would ſtand a bad chance. 

And now, Sir, after theſe curſory re- 
marks on your letter, which I hope may 
contribute to prevent the ill effects of it, 


at leaſt upon my fellow pariſhioners, give 
me leave to make a few ſtrictures on the 


general ſtrain and tendency of it: and then 
J will leave it to any impartial, candid per- 
ſon to judge, whether it be wrote with 
the ſpirit of a Gentleman or a Chriſtian, - 

Dr. Adams had his Education at Oxford, 
was a hard Student, a Fellow of his Col- 


lege and a Tutor there. Near forty years 


ago he was preſented to the living of St. 
Chad's. Since that time, he hath behaved 
in the moſt unexceptionable, worthy, and 
honourable manner; ſo that amidſt all 


the rage of party madneſs, which hath 


ſeyeral 
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ſeveral times infected the Town in this 
period, his character ſtood unimpeached. 
He hath been ſtatedly reſident in his Pa- 
riſh, till he had the living of Counde pre- 
ſented to him; and ſince, hath honeſtly 
divided his time and labours between them. 
His Sermons have been judicious, and 
practical: and he hath taken great pains 
with the Children of his Pariſh in cate- 
chiſing and inſtructing them; particularly 
by Lectures on the Church Catechiſm 
on Sunday-evenings during the Summer, 
which have been attended by great multi- 
tudes, He hath laid himſelf out vigo- 
rouſly to promote the proſperity, ſobriety, 
good order, and regularity of the Town; 
and been one of the firſt in all acts of 
charity and compaſſion without diſtincti- 
on of Parties, If he hath not done ſo 
much for his Pariſh, as you perhaps may 
ſuppoſe he ought, he hath given you ſome 
of his reaſons, S. p. 35. I believe there ne- 
ver was a Clergyman preſiding over fo 
large a Pariſh, conſiſting I ſuppoſe of a- 
bout 5000 Souls, who was more general- 
ly reſpected and beloved by them, and 
even thoſe of different Sentiments and 
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Denominations, to whom he hath always 
behaved with almoſt unparallelled mode- 
ration, candour, and good nature. He 
could never ſtoop to any indirect or unbe- 
coming methods to gain any of his Pre- 
ferments, which are not ſo rich as you 
inſinuate, p. 9 : the revenue of St. Chad's 
principally depending on the voluntary 
contributions of the Inhabitants; and if 
it be indeed a rich Preferment, it is fo 


much the more to his Honour, He hath 


been diligently ſtudying his Bible and la- 

bouring for the publick good above forty 
years, and hath no enemies, but Bigots 
and Incendiaries. I know the Dr. will be 
grieved and offended to find one of his 
Pariſh thus publickly aſierting, what all the 
reſt, who know him, will allow to be true. 
But this was really neceſſary, in order that 
the Publick may judge between him and 
the Author of Pietas Oxonienſis. This, Sir, 
this is the man, on whom you have 
thought fit to pour out your indignation z 
and all, becauſe he differs from you, and 


{ome of your favourite Preachers, in points, 


which have been diſputed from the firſt 
Ages of Chriſtianity, and will be diſputed 
| till 
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till the end of Time. You are, it is ſaid, 
a Gentleman of rank and fortune; you 
are a Maſter of Arts in one of our famous 
Univerſities; you have enjoyed peculiar 
advantages for. knowing the world and 


mankind, and attaining. a polite, decent, 


and genteel behaviour and addreſs. , I re- 
member when I was at ſchool, to have 
learned, as I preſume you did, ihis diſtich, 


Ade quod i ingenuas didiciſſe fideliter Artes 
Emollit mores, nec init eſſe eros, 


which 1 wiſh you would pleaſe to recollect. 


And yet to ſuch a Gentleman and Divine, 
as Dr. Adams, whom yourſelf acknowledge 
p. 4, 70 have an indubitable claim to reſpett 
and ejicem, you write with ſcurrility and 
mean inſinuations about his views and de- 
ſigns; take upon you to cenſure him as 


inſincere, prevaricating, &c. and dictate 


to him as if he were a child or a fool. 


And with all theſe marks of a bad ſpirit, 


pretend a great zeal for God and the 


Church of England. But the wrath of 


man worketh not the righteouſneſs of God : 
and whether you, Sir, or the Dr. are truer 
friends to the Church and brighter orna- 
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ments of it, let the Publick judge. Were 
I a real enemy to the Church of England, 

I could wiſh its defenders to write like 
you, and its enemies like Dr. Adams. A 
different example of writing he hath ſhown 
in his Anſwer even to Mr. Hume*. As a 
ſervant of the Lord he durſt not firive, but 
was gentle; ſhewing all meekneſs to all men; 


and I heartily wiſh you would, in this re- 


ſpect at leaſt, imitate his example. Is there 
not reaſon to ſuſpect that the deſign of your 
manner of writing is, to prejudice his Pa- 
riſh and Friends againſt him, and leſſen 


his eſteem and uſefulneſs ? For certainly if 


yours 1s the cauſe of truth, and a well re- 
gulated zeal moved you, there would be 


no need of ſo much acrimony to ſupport 


it. But what you ſay of the Dr. will, 


I imagine, appear more juſtly applicable 


to yourſelf, that you endeavour 7o caſt an 


odium on what you cannot confute, p. 4. 


Whoever hath read and impartially 
conſidered this and your former producti- 


ons, and the aſperſions you have therein 


thrown upon ſome of the nobleſt names 


* See Dr. Adams's Anſwer to Mr. Hume's Eſſay on 
Miracles. 3d Edit. 


our 
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our Country ever produced, will, I ap- 
prehend, ſee reaſon to apply to you, and 
perſons of the like ns: thoſe words of 
Shakeſpeare, 


They feed upon opinions, errors, dreams, 
And make them truths: They draw a nouriſh- 
ment | 

Out of defamings, grow upon diſgraces; 

And, when they ſee a virtue fortified 

Strongly above the battery of their tongues, 
Oh, how they caſt to ſink it ! and defeated, 
(Soul-ſick with poiſon) ſtrixe the monuments 
Where noble names lie ſleeping, till ny ſweat 
And the cold marble melt.* 


You may think me unjuſt in having 
ſometimes ſpoken of your Party by way 
of diſtinction, ſince you have declared, 
that ** you utterly diſavow all connection 
with Sets and Parties, p. 54, yet you 
are ſo ſtrongly attached to thoſe perſons, 
who are juſt in your own way of thinking 
upon ſome points of Divinity, and write 
ſo ſeverely of all others, that, if this be 
not a plain evidence of your being con- 
netted with a Seft and a Party, I know 
not what is. You ſay, that you are con- 


* viz, Tillotſon, Clarke, Sykes, Hoadley, &c. &c. 
&c. &C, &c. &c. vid. Pietas Oxoniemſis, p. 69. 
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hel to vindicate the Intereſts of Religi- 


on in general. This is commendabie ; 
therefore I honour you; tho' I appre- 
head your notions of Religton are too 
nartow, and your charity too confined. 
You add, and the Intereſts of our excel- 
lent eſtabliſhed Church in particular, i. e. 
as the following words ſeem to intimate, 
its Doctrines. A learned Biſhop of that 


Church ſaith, It is a ſcandal to the 


Church of England to ſuppoſe, that it 


hath any peculiar Doctrines conſidered as i 
the Church of England. She hath ex- 
preſsly declared that ſhe knows no other 


Rule but the Goſpel; always appeals to 


that, for the truth of any thing taught 
by her, and expreſsly requires all in her 


communion to take the Scriptures for the 
rule of Faith and Practice. Conſequent- 
ly, the certain truth of any Doctrine is not 


put, by our reformed Church, upon its 
being the Doctrine or peculiar Doctrine 


of the Church, but of the Scripture.” I re- 
commend this Remark to your ſerious 
conſideration, leſt out of zeal for the Doc- 
trines of the Church, you ſhow as great a 
D iſa n to the Scriptures, as you alert 

Dr... 
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Dr. Adams hath ſhown to the Church of 
England; and perhaps viliſy and mangle 
the ſacred Oracles, as you ſay he hath 
done the Doctrines of the Church, p. 54, 
55. Let me add, when you declare that 
all proteſtant Churches fince the Reforma- 
tion have exploded the Doctrines of Free 
Will, &c. (p. 54 n.) you forget the Re- 
monſtrant Churches in Holland, and ſome 
other places, who were not aſhamed to avow 
them in the face of the Sun, and who ſuf- 
fered a grievous perſecution with great 
patience and firmneſs for their avowal of 
them.* But perhaps, notwithſtanding this, 
you will not allow them to be Proteſtants 
or Chriſtians ; tho' I hope better things 
of you. 1 
Allow me, Sir, to propoſe a few Queſ- 
tions to Mr. Romazne and other Clergy- 
men, who are your particular friends, which 
I hope they will candidly and coolly con- 
ſider. Whether their way of preaching 
and aCting, which Dr. Adams principally. 
diſapproves of, is adapted to give men 
a favourable opinion of thoſe doctrines 
for which they are fo zealous; or rather 


* Brandt's Hiſt, of the Reform. paſs. 
n whe- 


te 1 
whether it doth not tend to prejudice their 
hearers againſt them and to drive them 
into the oppolite extreme, as I know aſ- 
ſuredly hath been the caſe, and have been 
much grieved to obſerve it? And indeed 
it is natural it ſhould be ſo. * Whilſt 
ſome opinions (faith a very judicious wri- 
ter) are carried to ſuch an immoderate 
height, as expoſe the abſurdity of them 
to the view of every body but thoſe who 
raiſe them, not only Gentlemen of Lite- 
rature, but others of common ſenſe, many 
times ſee thro' them: and then out of 
indignation or an exceſſive renitence, not 
ſeparating that which is true from that 
which is falſe, they come to deny both, 
and fall back into the contrary extreme, a 
- contempt of all religion in general *.” It 
appears to me from their preaching and 
writings, with which I have ſome acquain- 
tance, that they ſpeak and write in ſuch a 
manner, as to confirm thoſe, who deny 
or doubt, the depravity of human Nature, 
the neceſſity of Regeneration by the Spirit 
of God, Juſtification by Faith, and Salva- 
tion by Grace, in their oppoſition to theſe 
* Rel. of Nat. del. p. 60. 
eValt» 
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evangelical DoRtines, or their diſlike to 
them. Theſe Miniſters uſe ſuch raſh and 


incautious Expreſſions, eſpecially concern- 


ing Faith, Works and Obedience, as lead 


| many to conclude, that they are deſtroy- | 


ing the foundation of Religion ; and, in 
the warmth of their zeal againſt the ſelf- 

righteous Legaliſt, ſeem to ſet themſelves 

as enemies to the holy Law of God. They 
give ſuch Interpretation of ſome Paſſages 
in the word of God, as are, at leaſt appear 
to many of their Hearers to be, utterly in- 
_ conſiſtent with its general ſtrain, and ſub- 


verſive of its grand, leading, glorious De- 


ſign, namely, to make men holy in all 
manner of converſation.— i would beg 
leave to aſk them more particularly, whe- 
ther they act prudently in delivering their 
peculiar ſentiments in crude unguarded ex- 
preſſions (as Mr. Romazne's at St. Chad's cer- 
tainly were) and with ſo much confidence, 
in Pulpits to which they have acceſs, and 
from which different ſentiments are ge- 
nerally delivered? Whether they would 
be pleaſed, that Dr. Adams ſhould, with 
equal warmth, vent his heretical princi- 
Py in their ref CONE? Or whe- 

ther 
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ther they would not loudly complain of 
him for ſo doing ?!— Whether it would 
not be more becoming them, as Chriſti- 
an Preachers and friends to the Souls of 
men, to ſpeak with modeſty and candour 
in ſach Pulpits; to inſiſt entirely, at leaſt 
- principally, on the indiſputable doctrines 
and duties of religion? When a chriſtian 
Miniſter preaches occaſionally, it is not in- 
conſiſtent with integrity and fidelity to his 
Maſter, but incumbent on him in pru- 
dence and as he deſires to do good, to 
inſiſt only on the points of Religion ge- 
nerally acknowledged: yet in his own Pa- 
riſh, he ſhould think himſelf obliged to 
declare the whole counſel of God, which 
he cannot poſſibly do in one or two oc- 
caſional Sermons, and give them a clear 
view of all the Doctrines of the Goſpel, 
according to the beſt Idea he can form of 
them. I would propoſe it to their con- 


ſideration, whether this would not be act- 
ing more like their divine Maſter and his 
holy Apoſtles, who taught men as they 
were able to bear it; condeſcended to their 
prejudices; © became all things to all men; 
that they might gain ſome ;” endeavoured 
| 5 to 


4 
to engage their eſteem; and fed them with 
milk, when they could not bear ſtrong 
meat; not directly and violently attack- 
ed their favourite notions, but by inſi- 
ſting ſeriouſly upon the general princi- 
ples of religion, and by meekneſs and 
gentleneſs, endeavoured firſt to gain their 


attention and win their hearts, and then 


to rectify their errours? Whether by this 
method they would not be likely to do 
more good, and remove thoſe prejudices, 


which many pious and worthy Clergy- 


men and Laymen have entertained againſt 
their ſentiments, becauſe they ſee the pro- 
mulgation of them attended with ſo much 
imprudence, heat, and uncharitableneſs? 
Whether they ſhould not ſeriouſly 
conſider, that © the wiſdom from above is 
firſt pure, then peaceable, gentle, eaſy to 
be intreated? and that to judge and con- 
demn our brethren, that an uncharitable 
cenſorious ſpirit, are as inconſiſtent with the 
Goſpel and the hopes of Salvation, as any 
inſincerity or prevarication whatſoever ?* 
e ;;; ooo 
* A fellow-labourer of yours in this dirty work of 


-- accuſing and cenſuring, hath ſhown himſelf ſo zea- 
lous to expoſe Dr. Adams, that he ridicules and ſneers 


him 


won is * 8 — . PF —— - * — = 2 — Nv — * — — 2 * — 4 EEE 
— <6:gepcte thn rele © 2 ? — > — - — — 
— 5 3 K c ... oe ne 
; — 5 2 A 9 r 8 2 r „ Ko FAYE OW 4c ONT A TE — 
FFFPPPPTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTrTTTTTTTk'„ w p p ů ¶ — pt oe — * een * 2 a = ——— * — 


* 
* 


—— 


IS 


Y 
'R 
N 
att 
7 
'$ 
+I 
. 
by. 
b 
i 
[ 
is 
: 


„ 


But I chuſe to expreſs this thought in 
the words of a writer, to whom, it is ſaid, 
you are no ſtranger, and with whom, for 
your own ſake and thoſe whom you write 
againſt, I wiſh you were better acquain- 
ted. Judge not that ye be not judged, ſays 
our bleſſed Lord, in his Sermon on the 
Mount. And there is not a more diſtin- 
guiſhing mark of real Chriſtianity than 
the obſervance of this command; nor a 
- more evident proof of a_ reprobate mind 
than where no regard is paid to it. —- Let 
a man make what pretences he will to 
Religion, let him fancy himſelf poſſeſſed 
of a ſanctity as far above his Neighbours 
as he pleaſes, yet if at the ſame time he 
harbours in his breaſt a ſpirit of unchari- 
tableneſs, and vents this ſpirit in raſh 
judgment upon others, arrogantly and pre- 
ſumptuouſly taking upon him the office 
of the ſearcher of hearts, that man's Re- 
ligion is vain; he is deceiving his own 
him for the manner in which his Sermon was paged 
by the London-Printer, tho? it is a very common one. 
From this fingle circumſtance the Reader will judge, 
whether ſuch a wretch is not too contemptible to de- 
ſerve further notice, and what honour can accrue to 


any Canſe by ſuch a Champion and ſuch a manner 
of pleading it. See Go/pel Magazine for Fan. 1770. 
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Soul, and would do well to conſider, whe- 
ther he himſelf is not in danger of thoſe 
anathemas, which he is ſo liberally be- 


ſtowing upon others.“ “ 2\ 
I would propoſe it further ts inquiry, 


whether your attempt in your late pub- 
lication, to prejudice the Pariſhioners of 
St. Chad's againſt their Miniſter (for I can 
ſcarce conſider it in any other light) and 
the like attempts made by your particular 
friends among the Clergy, to prejudice 
other Pariſhes againſt their Ineambents, be 
likely to promote the intereſt of true religi- 
on? Many of them cannot, and others of 
them will not, hear any other Preachers; 
and if they are taught to look upon their 
own Paſtors as heretical and unſound, e- 
nemies to and underminers of the Church 
of England, what advantage are they like- 
ly to reap by their inſtructions? Will not 
this be the conſequence of ſuch cenſures, 
among, the weaker part eſpecially, that 
they will pay no attention to the publick or 
private admonitions of their Teachers, but 
contract a diſreliſh for publick worſhip, 
and ſo loſe the benefit of the Prayers of 


See a friendly caution againſt raſh and uncharitable 
. judging, printed at Shrewſbury, 1764. Price 14. 
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the Church and throw themſelves out of 


the way of the Divine Bleſſing? If you 


do not ſee that this is likely in the nature 
of things to be the conſequence, it muſt 
ſhow a pitiable weakneſs : But if you ſee 
this, and yet will proceed in cenſuring and 
condemning ſo many of the eſtabliſhed 
Clergy, for difference of Sentiments only, 


it ſhows ſomething worſe. You will per- 


haps plead, that you do not cenſure and 
blame Dr. Adams and others becauſe they 
differ from you in ſentiments about ſome 
Doctrines, but for prevarication, &c, in 
ſubſcribing Articles, &c. which they do 
not believe. But really this comes to 
the ſame, For have not they as much 
right to put 7hezr ſenſe upon them, and 
ſubſcribe them with ſuch a Latitude, as 
they think juſt, agreeable to Scripture, and 
allowed by the Governours of the Charch, 
as you have to put your ſenſe upon them, 
to determine what is the ſenſe of the 
Church, and deny ſuch Subſcribers this 
Latitude? But I will preſs you no further 
on this Head, only leave the Reader to 
compare your Letter to Dr. Adams with 
the above quotation from the Priendly 
Caution, ; 


Let 


1 

Let me, once more, aſk, whether the 
abuſive reflections which you and your 
friends are fo often and ſo publickly 
throwing upon the renowned Tillotſon, and 
other of our beſt practical Writers of the 

Eſtabliſhment, is not likely to do great 
miſchief z by prejudicing perſons againſt 
Books, which are in ſo many families, by 
which multitudes have been inſtructed 
and edified, and by which all may be 
profited, 1f they will read them diligent- 

ly May not they thus be led to forſake the 

Church, and run into the wilds of Enthu- 
ſiaſm, or the peſtilent errours of the Anti- 

nomians? Would a real friend to religion 

and the Church of England wiſh to ſee 
this, or uſe means that ſeem 0 to 
produce it? 

Whether Dr. Adams will condeſcend 
to publiſh any Remarks on your Per- 
formance I know not. It ſeems moſt 

probable to me, that he will decline it, 
for the ſame reaſon that Michael the 

Arch- Angel durſt not, in contending even 

with the Devil, bring a railing accuſation 
againſt him, becauſe he knew the Devil 
would be too hard for him at railing. 

You will ſcarce allow the Dr, to reaſon 


with 
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with you, and you will be too hard for 
him at other weapons. His temper is 
too good, and he underſtands the Goſpel 
too well, to return your language. I have 
thought it my duty to him, to his maſter 
and mine, and to my neighbours, to plead 
his cauſe and that of piety and charity as 


well as I could. And this I have done with» 


out his having the leaſt knowledge of it. 
As from your N. B. at the end of your 


letter (by which it appears that you can 


write ſuch another in about a Week's time) 


and from your controverſy with Dr. Now- 


ell. it is pretty evident you will not ſoon 


be tired, nor eaſily convinced, I here take 


my leave of the Controverſy. If I have 
uſed any unbecoming language even to a 


traducer of the Vicar of my Pariſh, whom 


] eſteem highly in love for his work's 
ſake, I ſhall be ready to make due ſub- 
miſſion. I know who is called, the ac- 
cuſer of the Brethren; and I would not 
be like him. I would humbly recom- 


mend to you the following paſſage of Mr. 


Baxter. © It is a moſt dangerous thing 
for a young convert to be enſnared in a 


Sect. It will, before you are aware, poſ- 


Directory Part I. p. 40. 
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ſels you with a feveriſh ſinful zeal for the 
opinions and intereſt of that Sect, It will 
make you bold in bitter invectives and 
cenſures againſt thoſe that differ from 


them. It will fill your very Prayers with 
partiality and human paſſion. It will ſe- 
cretly bring malice, under the name of 
zeal, into your minds and words. In a 
word, it is a ſecret but deadly enemy to 
chriſtian love and peace. Let them that 
are wiſer, and more orthodox and godly 
than others, ſhow it as the Holy Ghoſt 
directs them, James iii. 13, &c. Who 
is a wiſe man and endued with know- 
ledge amongſt you? let him ſhow out of 
a good converſation his works with meek- 
neſs of wiſdom. But if ye have bitter 
envying and ſtrife in your hearts, glory 


Not, and lie not againſt the truth, This 
wiſdom deſcendeth not from above, but is 


earthly, ſenſual, deviliſn. For where envy- 


Ing and ſtrife is, there is confuſion, and 


every evil work. - But the wiſdom that 1s 
from above is firſt pure, then peaceable, 
gentle, and eaſy to be intreated, full of 
mercy, and good, fruits, without partiality, 
and without hypocriſie. And the fruit of 
righteouſneſs is ſoun in Peace of them 
that make peace,” Give 
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| Birr ine leave to 5 in che cl. fe, 
E har Lam neither Arian, Socinian, Pelagis 
an, nor Arminian, as far as I know what 
| thoſe hard words and terms of reproach 
mean. I differ from the Dr. in my ſens 
timents of ſome doctrines of the Goſ- 
pel, and paſſages of Scripture; and ap- 
proach nearer to you. But however we 
differ, I doubt not but you -illheunly = 
Join with me in offering up the follow-- 
ing excellent Collect of our Church: @ 
Lord, who haſt taught us, that all our 
doings without charity are nothing worthß; 
ſend thy Holy Ghoſt, and pour into our 
Hearts that moſt excellent gift of charity, 
the very bond of peace and of all virtues, 
without which, whoſoever liveth is coun- 
ted dead before. thee. Grant this for thine 
wF Son ou Chriſt's _ Amen. 
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